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October IO. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Dave Loverink 
13152 Vermeer Drive 
Lake Oswego, OR 97035 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Chninnnn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Weshington, D.C 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I am WTiting tc voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flsg" technology far digital televiwion Aa a coniuner 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive murket for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufacbrers' ability to innovate for thek customers. f l o w i n g  
movie itudica to veto feature8 of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios tn tell tcchnologirrts what new pmducts they oan 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers liLe me actudy W M ~ ,  and it could result in me being 
charged more money for Inferior functionality. 

If the FCC iisues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sc tudy  be leis likely to m&e an investment in DTV-capable receivers nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mnndste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Roy Wells 
3291 Isoline Way SE 
Smyms, aA 30080 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Adam Rakunao 
1044 14th Street 
Santa Monlca, CA 90403 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wsihington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am d h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcswt flag" technolow for digital television. As a coniumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer righfe, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonies must be rooted in manufachlrerd ability to innovate for their customers. allowing 
movie studiom to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell teehnologistll what new produetn they can 
crente. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it oould result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionally. 

lfthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sc ludy  be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay more for devices that h i t  my rightll at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flsg 
technolow for digital television. Thsnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Marc Ragusa 
81 Woodchuck Hollow Rd 
Cold Spring Harbor, NY 11724 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Daniel Burk 
21910 Fieldvine Ct 
Katy. TX 77450 
USA 

"broadcast 
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October 10,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wsahington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I nm Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citdzen, I feel skongly thst such a policy would be bed for innovation, consumer righte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufsctvrers' ability to h o v a t e  for their cumtomen. Allowing 
movie itudios to veto feshrres of DTJ.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new producb they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect whst consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior functionality. 

lfthe FCC issuen a broadcast flag mandate, I would sc tudy  be lesi likely to m&e an investment in DW-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chad Russell 
401 McElroy Dr 
Oxford, MS 38655 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chniman Michiel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d~gital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
theic customers. Allowing movie rmdlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology fac digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Caines 
13803 Fairway Island Dr 
Apt 1633 
Orlando, FL 32837 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chirman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communicitions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wan< &d it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brooks Seymore 
2616 S 224th St, Apt C-303 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
USA 
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_ _  
October IO, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functlonaIIQ. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Kermlt Woodall 
1910 Byrd AVe STE 204 
Rlchmond, VA 23230 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice mv ooDosition to anv FCC-mandated adootion of '"broadcast . ~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~~ 
~~ ~ 

flag" 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

technology for digityl belevision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. 

I currently time-shift television broadcasts for personal viewing on a regular 
basis. Imoosition of a broadcast flacr will limit mv abilitv to do this is the ~ ~~ _ _  .~~~ , - ~~~ ~~~~~ ~ ~~ 

~~~~~~ 

future, and thus DTV will have no place in my household. I'will not pay more for 
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you 
for your time. 

Sincerely 

Robert Howard 
765 N Saint Marys Ln NW 
Marietta. GA 30064 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

ChaLman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communicsticns Commission 
445 12thSb'eefNW 
Weahhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I am Writing tc voice my opposition tc MY FCC-mandated sdcpticn of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel sucngly that such n policy would be bad for innovntion, connuner rights, and the ultimnte edcpticn of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consmer electronics must be rooted in manufschwen' ability to innovate for theu customern. Allcwing 
movie s[udios to vetc features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the ntudics to tell tcchnolcgiits what new products they can 
crente. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen l k e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC isiuei s brosdesit flag mandste, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices thnt limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for dlgitd television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

D. Riff MiUar 
12529 - 35th Avve. N E  
Apt. #2OZ 
Seattle, WA 98125 
USA 
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October 10. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, V.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of VTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of VTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Paul Phillips 
7 0 8  N 35th St 
Seattle, WA 98103 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael I<. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie r t d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Th i s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Smith 
21510 Se 392nd St 
Enumclaw, WA 98022 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michiel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lag technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
cights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their Customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for distal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Scianna 
201 S. 4th St. #525-A 
San Jose, CA 95112 
USA 
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_ _  
October I O ,  2003 

Chnlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manu(Bcturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Manuel Lora 
71 15 WALSMLEY AVENUE 
APT, 4 

USA 
New Orleans, LA 70125 
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October 10. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV, 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Eric Skiff 
2305 29th Street, apt 3c 
Astoria. NY 11105 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposMlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to innovate for thelr 
CUOtOmerS. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equipment. i wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgita teievlslon. Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely, 

Jenn Olllvler 

Palm Bay, FL 32905 
1500 Larch clr#202 

USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Pawell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rluhts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallh/. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Esther Bamberg 
954 CURIS Avenue 
Santn Clam, CA 95051 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michiel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I pm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
r ights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists whit new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers l i b  me actually want, nnd it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to make nn investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mvldate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Britt Blaser 
303 East 43rd Street, #28a 
#28a 
New York, NY 10017 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicationo Commiosion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my oppouitiion to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As B consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer d&U, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robuot, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmnufacturers' sbility to h o v a t e  for their owtomen. Allowkg 
movie rtudioi to veto feature0 of DTV-reeeption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new products they can 
create. This will reault in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers &e me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
chnsged more money for inferior eunctionaMy 

If the FCC iooueo a broadcsst flag mandate, I would ectudy be leos likely to maLe M inveohnent in DN-capable rcceiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my d@ts nt the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsrt flsg 
technology for digital televirion. n~nnk you for yow time. 

Sincerely, 

Tmcy Stedman 
4132 Sikbsy Ct. 
Tallahassee, FL 32308 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I em miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndsted sdoption of "brandcast flag" technology for digital television. A# a consumer 
and ciken, I feel shongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer rights, and the ullimste adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovste for thek cuBtomem. Allowing 
movie nludios to veto feetures of DN-reception equipment will enable the sludios to tell technologists whet new pmducb they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect whst consumers like me ectudy want, and it could result in me beins 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues s brosdcsst flsg mandete, I would sc tudy  be less likely to mnke m invesbnent in DN-capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices that limit my righb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brandcast flag 
technology for digital television. T n d  you for your lime. 

Sineerely, 

Emcee Stewnrl 
14970 Colemm V d e y  Rd 
Oecidental, CA 95465 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Ch&nan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to a i~y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for distal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Alison Mundale 
1609 21th ave A 
Seattle, WA 98122 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Irene Shaw 
4108 Cross Creek Court 
Apt A 
Raleigh. NC 2 7 6 0 7  
USA 
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_ _  
October IO, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writing to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the gtudlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for'devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televblon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Connle McCue 
611 West Grand Avenue #IO 
Oakland, CA94612 
USA 


